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450 Theological Observer. — Rirdylidy: Seitgefdhidytliches.

:c_itct. Durd) ifn Haben tvir die Vergebung der Siinden. Diefe Argnel
wird uns im Wort und Saframent gereidht. Dasd Heilmittel ijt fider,
bie Heilung getwif. Sollten wir den Arzt nidht fudhen? ihm bers
trauen? unjer Heil ganglid) bon ihm ertvarten? alle cigenen Heilungds
verfudje cinjtellen? Wir wollen an YEfum, den Scelenarat, glauben;
ex ird uns Helfen. 3

Wenn ciner von einer jdiweren Strantheit genejen ijt, meidet cr
fernere Gclegenbeit, fid) diefelbe Sxantheit tvicber uzuzichen. Wenn
unfere Siindenfrantheit durd) JEfum geheilt ijt, follen ivic die bifen
BWerle lafjen und aus Dantbarleit gute Werle tun, aud) andern diefen
@eclenarat anpreifen. So tat Matthius. A3 der Heiland ihn ricf,
lie er fein fitnblidjes Getverbe. 1nd dann [ud cr anbere cin, bap aud
fie in feinem Haufe mit dem Seclenarat belannt werden follten, dbamit
aud) ibre Seele geheilt wiirbe. So twollen Ivir, tvenn und die Siinde
bergeben ijt, ber PHeiligung nadjjtreben, aud) bejonders am Wert ber
Miffion mithelfen. Lafit und bie GSiindbenfraniheit crfennen, dem
€eelenarst unfer Vertrauen {denfen und in der Sraft Gottes fromm
Tebent und Gutes tunl gr. N

Theological Observer. — Kird)lidj-Seitgejdyidtliches.

I. Amerika.

Aud ber Synobe. Jn Aufirage der Delegatenfynode 1929 follen dic
Rebaltionen unferer fhnodalen Jeitidriften dafite forgen, daf iiber Sdrifts
Iehren, bie innerhalb der amerifanifdy-Tutherijdhen Stirdie in Streit gezogen
worben find, ausfiihrlide rtifel cridieinen, und zvar unter Ausgehung
bom status controversize und unter Veriidjichtiqung der cinjdlagigen Ges
ididte. Damit ift aud) im Coxcorbia TurorLocicar MoNTHLY bereitd ber
Unfang gemadit worben. Wir Halien 8 aud) fite dienlid), auf einige bereitd
vorliegende Dolumente und Sdrifien hingutveifen, von demen Sonferengen
und Diftrittdfynoden bei Lehrverhandlungen Stenninid nehmen fonnten. Wir
nennen hier aunddift nur 1. ,Die Lehre von der Gnademvahl in Frage und
ntioort, dargeftellt aud dem clften Artilel der Stonfordienformel der ebans
gelifhs[utherifchen Stivdje”. Mit cinem Vors und Nadjivort verjehen bon
C. §. . Walther. Jiveite Auflage, 1887. Diefe 59 Seiten umfajjenbde
Cdyrift ijt aud) augerhalb unjerer Sreife als cine fadigemifpe, Har belehrende
Sdirift begeidnet worden. — 2. Dic bdreizehn Thefen itber bie Lehre von
ber Gnabentvabl, die von der Delegatenjinode 1881 angenommen wurden. —
8. Die dreigehn Ihefen, iiber die wijden Wertretern der Sadjifden Freis
firdje und P. Theodor Harms, dem Prifes der Hermannsburger Freifirde,
verhandelt und Lehreinigleit fonjtatiert toucrde. Mitgeteilt in ,Lehre und
Wehre” 1885, Januarheft. — 4. Fiinf Thefen fiir die Jnterjhynodale Sfons
fereng am 18. und 14. Februar 1917 ju Waufau, Wis.: ,Die sola gratia
unb bic universalis gratia.” Diefe Thefen find in dicfer Nummer ded
CoNcORDIA THEOLOGICAL MONTHLY mitgeteilt. 8. B
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Mit ber [ehrftellung dber Miffourifynode befdiftigt fich cine Heine,
82 @eiten umfaffende Sdjrift, die und Hirglidh aus Huftralien 3ugefandt
foorden ift. Die Scrift Hat den Titel ,Der Biviefpalt innerhalb der Tutfes
riffen Stirdhe Auftraliens. Was Hinbert die Einigung? Bon
W, Riebel, ev.sMuth. Pajtor. WVerlag: Lutheran Book Depot, 19 O’Con-
nell 8t., North Adelnide.”* Da3 Boriwort lautet: ,Die Freube iiber bdie
Foct{dritte ded Cinigungsiverles unter den Luiheranern Anftraliens toihs
Tend ber Tegten Jahre fann erjt dbann cine villige fein, twenn der Schaben
Jofephs gimaliche Heilung gefunden Hat. Der Schmers iiber den nody vors
Bandenen Mif, gleidh tief empfunden in der B, . L, §1. A. [der BVereinigien
Co.-Luth. Stivdye in ujtralien] ie in der €. L. &. A. [der Cv.sLuth.
©ynode in Aujtralien], Hat 3 feit dem Jahre 1925 zu BVereinigungss
berhandlungen fommen [ajjen, in bdenen ber ernjtlidhe Berjud) gemadst
toucbe, die Cinigung gu crzielen. Leider Gaben diefe nidht den geiinjdten
Portgang genommen. Sidjer Gaben allerlei betritblidge Borfommnifje zivis
fdien ben Synoden, die das Vertrauen in bie gegenfeitigen ehrlichen Ab=
fidten ftar? beeintrddtigten, daran mit fduld. Die Hauptjduld trigt
jebod) unfers Gradhtensd der lmfjtand, dajy der ecigentlide Differenzpuntt
nidt ar genug erfannt jworden ijt. Dexr Slarjtellung dedjelben will died
Cdyriftden bienen. Bugleid) befunbdet e3 aufs friftigite den FriedensSivillen
ber W. €. Q. §i. A., dic jebergeit zur BVereinigung bereit ijt, twenn diefe ohne
Gefifriung ber gu aller Jeit in der Muitherijden Sirdje anerfannien ges
fimden Grumbjise gejdhlojjen terden fann. E3 it Ieine Streitidrift, jon=
bern 1oill vielmehe dem Fricden dienen. Der HErr der Stirdje aber wolle
unfern Beitrag gum Friedenstverfe gebraudjen, damit in der Einigung der
Rutheraner Aujtraliens bald cin tweiterer Maxtjtein auf dem Wege zu dem
Bohen Bicle ber cinen PHerde unter demt ecinen PHicten gefeht werden
tinnel” Die Sdrift geht eitvad Hart mit der Mifjourijpnode um. Sie
behauptet, ben urfpriinglidien Standpunit der Shnode von Jomwa zu vers
treten. Wir werben gelegentlid) auj diefe Sdyrift uriidfonmmen. F. P.

Scriptural Grounds for Divorce. —In the Lutheran Church Herald
of January 14 a lengthy article appeared with the heading, “What Does
the Bible Say about Divoree?” The writer, Rev. Walter L. Wang, sums
up everything in the following three points: —

“l. According to the Word of God there is but one proper ground for
divorce, namely, fornication, meaning by this term adultery after marriage
and probably fornication before marriage. If, however, the sin before wed-
lock was known to the other party at the time of marriage, it can be no
ground for separation. The sin of fornication thus explained authorizes,
but does not require, the innocent party to scek n dissolution of the mar-
ringe contract. A faithful husband or wife is at liberty to pardon an un-
faithful companion; and if there is proof of repentance, this ought doubt-
less to be done.

“2, Christian churehes ought to recognize in their discipline no other
cause of divorce as valid. In this matter they cannot be guided by the
civil law, but must strictly and cheerfully obey and sustain the divine Law.
And to do this, it is necessary to treat those who have been divorced for
any other causes as ineligible to marriage.

“3, According to the Word of God, separation from bed and board may
properly be granted to the innocent party when the other is guilty of wilful
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desertion, cruelty, or perhaps of other crimes equivalent thereto. The
parties, however, are still held by the nuptial tie and cannot, so long as
both live, be married to others without committing adultery.”

The Luthecran Church Herald, in an editorial note, says correctly,
although rather weakly: “The general opinion within the Lutheran Church
has been that there are two reasons for divorce: adultery and malicious
desertion, and in both cases the innocent party is permitted to remarry.”
The writer of the article understands 1 Cor. 7, 16 to refer to mere separa-
tion and not to actual divoree; but the meaning of the apostle plainly is
that, if the one party leaves the other, deserting him or her maliciously,
then the marringe bond is entirely broken, and the innocent party is free
to contract another marriage. That this is the meaning of the apostle
is clear, in the first place, from the words themselves, which emphatically
state that, when the malicious desertion takes place, the condition of
bondage for the innocent party ceases. This is borne out, too, by the
language of Rom. 7, 3, where a woman is said to be free from the law when
her husband has died. In other words, the situation of a Christian husband
or wife who has suffered malicious desertion with respect to marriage is
the same as that of n widow or widower. The Lutheran position on this
point, then, must be said to rest on solid, unambiguous Seripture-teaching.

The Uncertainty of the Conclusions of Science. — Writing in
Scribner’s Mlagazine, Robert A.Millikan, one of the foremost physicists of
the day, makes an interesting admission, which it is worth while to re-
member and to quote when one is dealing with enemies of the Bible who
maintain that science has proved the unreliability of the statements of Holy
Scripture. Dr. Millikan says: “There is also a philosophic side [ac., of the
question]. Science is sometimes charged with inducing n materialistic
philosophy. But if there is anything which the growth of modern physics
should have taught, it is that such dogmatic assertivencss nbout the whole
of what there is or is not in the universe as was represented by nineteenth-
century materialism is unseientific and unsound. The physicist has had the
bottom knocked out of his generalizations so completely that he has learned
with Job the folly of ‘multiplying words without knowledge,” as did all
those who once asserted that the universe was to be interpreted in terms of
hard, round, soulless atoms and their motions. The Oxford biologist John
Scott Haldane has recently written: ‘Materialism, once a scientific theory,
is now the fatalistic crced of thousands; but materialism is nothing better
than a superstition on the same level as belief in witches and devils.'”
Let us, then, not be afraid when would-be scientists attack our holy Book.
Their boasts reveal not the depth, but the shallowness, of their learning.

A

On the Establishing of Fraternal Relations among the Different
Branches of the Lutheran Church of This Country. —In the Theolog-
ical Forum, published by the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, we
find a reprint of a part of an essay written by Rev. H. I. Schuh, D. D., and
published in the Pastor's Monthly appearing within the Ohio Synod. The
title of the essay must be appealing to every one who loves the American
Lutheran Zion, “What Can be Done to Bring About More Fraternal Rela-
tions among the Different Branches of the Lutheran Church of This

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1930
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Country?” Wo shall briefly sketch the contents of this part of the essay
and append a few comments. We are justified all the more in dwelling

on it since the writer several times mentions the Missouri Synod or
Missourians.

Unity of doctrine, practise, and spirit, says Dr.Schuh, is the im-
portant objective, not unity in outward organization. The latter is not to

be despised, but there must first be unity in spirit. How can it be brought
about?

First it ought to be recogmized that more personal conference and
less controversial writing is desirzble, since men nre so apt to read not
only on, but between the lines, and words as well as sentences are mnot
always accepted in the sense in which they were written. In personal
conferenco the opportunity for immediate correction and clarification is
given. Besides, it must not be forgotten that there are a great many
things on which we agree. While it would be wrong for us to ignore our
differences, we should not magnify them till we see nothing but these dif-
ferences. Again, let every one be honest to his opponent, and let him
not impute to a man what the latter expressly repudiates. Put the best,
not the worst, construction on everything.

Furthermore, in your controversy avoid all personalities. What you
are after is not victory, but the truth.

In the next place, be willing to admit the possibility of error on your
part. While our faith must be a conviction based on the clear Word of
God, no one should forget that to him, too, applies the old saying, “It is
human to err.”

Then, do not blame a whole church-body for what at some time one
of its members has said. Members of a synod are, of course, responsible
for tho official declarations of their synod, especially if they did not protest
at the time when such declarations were made, but do not hold every
member of a body responsible for every word that any member of that body
may have written.

Again, the ercction of opposition altars should be avoided if it is at
all possible. This is to be urged all the more strongly since frequently
congregations are divided not on questions of doctrine, but for personal
reasons. Furthermore, cooperation in spheres where it can take place with-
out sacrifice of principle and violation of conscience is to be sought. And
finally, “let us in earnest prayer ask for the guidance and direction of the
Holy Spirit, who is the Spirit of peace, in our efforts to bring about more
fraternal relations among the various Lutheran bodies of this country.”
Those who oppose the opening of free conferences with devotional services,
the reading of Scripture, and prayer have erring consciences in this matter.
“Common prayer secms to them under the circumstances as the next thing
to hypoerisy; but they certainly look at the whole matter from a wrong
viewpoint. We meet in such conferences not to ignore, but to remove,
our differences, and why should it be wrong in common to plead with God
for the enlightenment and guidance of His Spirit?”

The above contains in brief form the principal thoughts of that part of
Dr. Schul’s article which the Theological Forum reprints. Can we deny
that it strikes responsive chords in our bosom? Among the things which

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/58 4
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we Missourians wish and pray for is this, that we might join hands with
those who like ourselves profess to stand on the Lutheran Confessions.
To bring about such unity, our fathers, in the fifties of the last century,
advocated free conferences of Lutherans, and in several instances such
meetings were richly blessed.

But while conceding at once that it is our duty to work for unity
among the various synods of our Ameriean Lutheran Church, let us not
overlook that the tendency to-day is to ignore differences and to bring about
union at almost any price. Dr.Schuh deprecates such an attitude, to be
sure, but must we not say to ourselves that the danger to-day lies not on
the side of too great rigor in insisting on distinctive doetrines, but rather
on that of yielding to the spirit of the times, which clamors for union?

Again, every one of us will have to admit that it is comparatively
easy at present to contract a union or bring about fraternal relations with
some other church-body, since everybody is in favor of such action, but that
it is diflicult to dissolve the bond after it has once been established. Is it
not the better part of wisdom to go slowly in this respect? Most of us
recently have heard of people who are dissatisfied with the company into
which they were brought by church mergers, but who find themselves in
such a strong net that they cannot escape. Above everything else let it be
emphasized that in striving for unity we cannot ignore the Scripture-
teaching with respect to unionism. The Bible throughout urges us to be
truthful, honest, and upright, especially when it comes to matters of doc-
trine. We must not through church connections crcate the impression that
we are teaching something which in reality we reject. Such a course would
be insincere and dishonest. When the Bible warns against unionism, it
really warns against a dishonest attitude toward revealed truth. This
matter we must not consider lightly. Furthermore, there is the Seripture-
warning against the insidiousness of error, be it ever so small. “A little
leaven leaveneth the whole lump,” says St. Paul. Anybody who is condon-
ing a doctrinal error is going counter to this word of the inspired apostle.
When Missourians at free conferences objected to joint public prayer, it
was due, not to an erring conscience, but, as Dr. Schuh acknowledges, to the
conviction that obedience to the Scriptures demanded such an attitude.

In conclusion, then, we say that, while we should earnestly pray and
work for the coming of the day when all American Lutherans will stand as
one united host, and while we should carefully guard against bigotry and
fanaticism, which easily beset the path of the strenuous confessor, the perils
of the time require that we should beware especinlly of the poison of
unionism, which, when it has entered a body, soon begets indifference
toward cvery article of divine revelation. A.

»Ein milber Bwiefpalt.” [m ,Sirdenblatt” der Shnode bon Jolva
Iefen Ivic in ber Ubteilung ,Stirdlide Nadyriditen”: ,In ber Augujtanas
fynobe Bat {id) ein milber Jiviejpalt exrfoben wegen der audy Hier berichieten
Berleihung des bifdhiflidhen Sireuzed8 an Dr. Branbdelle von feiten ded Haufed
ber Wijdhdfe in Schiveden. Der Argus, eine Jeitung in Rod Jsland, bes
ridjtet, baf ber Wiberfprud) gegen die Unnahme innerhald der Shnobe fo
ftac? ijt, baf bie Sadie auf der nadijten Shnodalverjammlung borgebradt
foerden foll. Unbdere Fithrer ber Shnode jafen in der Verleifung nidhts
ber Uuguftanafynode ald einer Freifirde Nadjteiliged. ,E3 ift einfady die
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grifite Uneclennung, die ber Todjterfirdie je bon bder Muttectivdhe autei
getorben {ft’, exflarte jemand. fiber bie Werleifung beridjtet hutﬁsugungl
JBrife8 Brandelle ertviderte auf bdie Reden in fdywebijcher und englijdjer
Gpradie. Er betonte, baf iGm bad Bifdjofstreus nicht ald eingelner Perfon
.geutbgn toorben fei, fonbern ber Yuguftanafynobe als ein Shmbol; bdaf c3
ihn nidjt gu einem WBifdof madje, fondern man damit nur au erfemnen geben
iwolle, bafy man fein Prifidialamt fiir gleidGbedeutend mit dem Bijdhofsamt
Balte. Sn furgen Biigen {dilberte er die Glefdfjichte bder Auguftanafymobe
unb bemerlte, ba§ die exjten Pajtoren, die aus der Stirde Schivedens nady
UAmerifa gefommen feien, bon ifr ignoriert worben feien. Dad Miftrauen
gegen die Bijdisfe Habe in der Augujtanajynode viele Jahre gebauert, aber
Bijdiof bon Sdeele, der dic BVereinigten Staaten im Jahre 1910, und Erz=
bifdjof @bberblom, der fie im Jahre 1022 Bejudjte, feien gang ,menjdlid
getoefen, und bon ber Hiblen Juriidhaltung der Synobde fei nidt nehr biel
3u berjpiiten. ud) in bem engliffen Vlatt ber Auguftanafynode, bdem
Lutheran Companion, foird in einem ,Quo Vadis? iiberfdhriebenent rtitel
gegen bag Streuz Stimmung gemadjt, und der Sdjreiber {djeint aud) Ves
benfen au Haben gegen den Einiritt dber Shnode in die geplante American
Lutheran Conference. Jedenfalld wiinfdjen twir unfern fdjivedijdjen MBriis
bern, dic unter allerhand Sdjivierigleiten zu laborieren jdeinen, Weidheit
und Erleudjtung genug, fie alle u iiberivinden.” Man tut Bijdof Gegelius
von Cdjecele lnredit, wenn man ihn in cine Silaffe mit Nathan Sobders
blom ftellt, g B

A Factor Frequently Overlooked.— All readers of present-day
theological literature are aware of the ccaseless attempts made by scholars
and erities to pry into the mystery which surrounds the origin of our four
gospels. Instead of being satisfied with what the New Testament itself
tells us, namely, on the one hand, that the holy writers were inspired, and,
on the other, that they wrote as eye-witnesses (cf., e. g., John 19,35) or
after careful investigation (Luke1,1—4), these critics spend their time
in endeavors to lift the veil that God in His wise providence has permitted
to fall on the composition of these precious accounts of the earthly life
of our Savior. The aim of these men largely is to show that there was
nothing supernatural connected with the writing of our four gospels, but
that they came into existence as do other books. At that, while they are
dwelling on human factors and are spinning all sorts of theories, many of
them overlook one or the other vital consideration. A writer in Bibliotheca
Bacra, Dr. H. W. Magoun, in criticizing the view that the writers of the
gospels copied from one another or from some common source, points out
that an important, but much-negleeted element in this discussion is the
tenacity of memory which is observed in Orientals, His remarks are useful
in showing that those crities are very short-sighted who think the copying
process is the only one which will explain the similarities existing between
the synoptic gospels. We quote: —

“Now think a moment of conditions in Palestine in the days of our
Lord. No good roads, no transportation facilities, no libraries, no large
cities, no cducated masses, no inclination to be friendly with the rest of
the world; mostly village communities, a mixed population speaking Greek
and a part of it also Aramaic, a clannish feeling of superiority in that

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/58
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part of the communities, venal courts, bickerings and personal feuds com-
mon — that is the picture. They were still human, and they had more
curiosity than we have, because they had so much less mental pabulum.
And they did not forget things as we do.

“Our whole educational process tenches us to remember principles
and forget words. Salient points alone are to be retained. We are losing
the very power to remember words. What would we think of William
Lyon, the Edinburgh actor, who, though drunk the night before, mastered
and then repeated a whole newspaper at the rehearsal the day after he
made the wager? Pascal is said to have known the entire Bible by heart,
and Hindu teachers must know every detail of the Rig-Veda in that manner.
It is almost as long as the Ilind and Odyssey combined, and it resembles
the Book of Psalms in its general structure. The great Hindu epic
Mahabharata is about eight times as long as the Rig-Veda, but Hindu bards
still live by reciting it. They spend from three to six months in a village
and recite a portion each afternoon, receiving their board and lodging in
return.

“Where such memories exist, style, as we know it, is an impossibility;
for each person remembers what he henrs in the same identical form and
then so repeats it. When an Oriental repeats verbatim a conversation you
had with him at lenst ten years ago, he does nothing unusual — for him.
He simply runs true to form. Things are not crowded out of his brain by
a fresh dose of news every day, hastily perused in n newspaper. He thinks
of what was said until he cannot forget it. You would do the same with
the same training.

“Now, at last, we have a proper background for the beginning of our
era. It had these same limitations and these same wonderful capacities.
With such habits of remembering things the rule, books almost unknown,
reading a profession, and minds hungering for some sort of mental pabulum,
how much chance do you imagine there was for the development of even the
germs of ‘parasitic literature’? Every new idea, every new suggestion,
every bit of news, would be dwelt upon till it was ‘burned in’ and made
unforgettable. Why cannot scholars grasp that fact and see its signifi-
cance? . ..

“To an Orientalist, tradition is nothing if not a thing to be respected.
He realizes that it is fully as reliable as most modern histories, and pos-
sibly even more so, since it preserved unchanged original thoughts and
sayings. To decry tradition is to proeclaim oneself either a shallow thinker
or one not well acquainted with things Oriental. It was and is a part
of the very essence of Oriental life, and it cannot be dismissed by ridicule.

“In the light of these sayings, what are we to think of the immense
erudition that has been spent on ‘sources’ for our gospel writings? We
have definite information that Mark, who was not an apostle, wrote his
gospel from what he had heard Peter preach. It was therefore to that
extent second-hand. It was conscientiously accurate; but it was neverthe-
less the account of Peter, the ignorant fisherman. Did John need to con-
sult Peter? Did Matthew, the publican, who must have been educated and
familiar with Greek to keep his accounts as a publican? Did Luke, the
physician, who had about two years in Jerusalem in which to consult living
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Witnesses? Would he hunt up what Mark had written or any scraps of
pepyrus on which ‘sayings’ were written? Would there be any such
scraps, until such things had become famous and sacred?”

The above is not submitted with a view of settling the synoptic
problem, but merely to remind oursclves that the copying-process advocates
who are now having their day need not be taken too seriously. A.

‘When was “The Americanization of Edward Bok” WrittenP —
It claims to have been written in 1920. But on the strongest internal
evidence wo must reject that claim. We read in chapter XXIV: “Theodore
Roosevelt was again to be the editor of a department in the Ladies’ Home
Journal; this time to be written by himself under the strictest possible
anonymity, so closcly adhered to that, until this revelationm, only five
persons have known the authorship. Feeling that it would be an interest-
ing experiment to see how far Theodore Roosevelt’s ideas could stand
unsupported by the authority of his vibrant personality, Bok suggested the
plan to the colomel.” The identity of the author was concealed by having
the manuseript, proofs, remuneration, ete., pass through the hands of
Mr. Bok. “In the latter part of 1916 an anonymous department, called
‘Men,” was begun in the magazine. Month after month the two men worked
each at his own task. To throw the public off the scent during the conduct
of the department an article or two by Colonel Roosevelt was published
in another part of the magnzine under his own name, and in the department
itself the anonymous author would occasionally quote himself. It was
natural that the appearance of a department devoted to men in a woman’s
magazine should attract immediate attention. The department took up
the various interests of a man's life, such as real efliciency; his duties as
an employer and his usefulness to his employees; . .. a man’s relation to
his Chureh, and kindred topics. The anonymity of the articles soon took
on interest from the positiveness of the opinions discussed; but so thor-
oughly had Colonel Roosevelt covered his tracks that, although he wrote
in his usual style [italics our own], in not a single instance was his name
connected with the department. Lyman Abbott was the favorite ‘guess’
at first; then, after various other public men had been suggested, the
newspapers finally decided upon former President Eliot of Harvard Uni-
versity as the writer. . . . For a year the department continued. During
all that time the seceret of the authorship was known to only one man
besides the colonel and Bok and their respective wives.” In the days
when these things took place and this book was written, there could not have
been any higher crities in the land. It would have been a simple matter
for them to detect in these magazine articles the well-known style of the
noted writer Roosevelt. They have solved far more difficult problems.
They can identify the various anonymous authors whose writings go to
make up the compilations known as the Hexateuch, Isaiah, ete., authors
who lived many centuries ago and whose other writings, being lost, cannot
be compared with the fragments preserved in the Bible. H. L. Willett, in
The Bible through the Centurics (1929), recites the feats the higher crities
have performed. “Among the conclusions to which painstaking and accu-
rate scholarship has been led” are these: “It has been proved in the
process of critical inquiry that the Book of Joshua is a part of a sixfold
unit called the Hexateuch, which has taken the place of the former fivefold
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Pentateuch; that there are four documents in the Hexateuch, almost ax
clearly differentiated as are the four gospels of the New Testament; that
the prophetic and priestly histories are compilations made up from various
sources and with differing values; that the Book of Isainh is made up of
at least three different bodies of prophetic material, from different ages
of the national experience, and manifests, in addition, the results of edi-
torial work to a marked degree; that the relation of Paul to the Pastoral
Epistles is improbable” (p.200). The various writings and authors are
carefully tagged. “The oldest of these documents (which appear in the
Hexateuch), the Judean, or “J,’ source, has o comparatively modest code
of lnws, Ex. 34, 17—26. . . . The second code of laws to issue from the
priestly activity in Isrnel was contained in the Ephraimite, or ‘E,’ docu-
ment, dating from about 750 B. C. and found in Ex. 20—23. . . . These two
bodics of law and tradition, the ‘J” and the ‘E,” were apparently combined
into one, generally known as ‘JE,’ about 650 B.C. ... About 397 B.C. one
of these Hebrew teachers, a seribe named Ezra, brought to Jerusalem from
the East a copy of a new and still more expanded law based on Deuteron-
omy, but much more elaborate in its regulations. This was the Priest Code.
It is found in the latter half of the Book of Exodus, in Leviticus and
Numbers. Soon afterwards the narrative portions of the priestly docu-
ment, or ‘P,” were written, such as the account of creation in Gen. 1”
(p.671.). In his book Outlines of Biblical Criticism (1029) Dr. W. J.
Foxell “finds differences in the language and material of the Pentateuch
which he ean account for only by supposing that it was compiled (circe
500 B.C. or later) from four manuseripts, the earliest of which dates
from about 850 B.C. The fact that no one has ever scen such manuseripts
and the additional fact that there is no historie reference to them in the
Bible or elsewhere, in no wise militates against the somewhat elaborate
theory —at least from Dr. Foxell’s point of view.” (The Lutheran.) In
the days when these higher erities plied their trade, the question as to
the authorship of the Ladies’ Home Journal articles would have been readily
answered. Therefore the account of how Roosevelt was making sport of
his fellows must have been written before the day of higher criticism set in,
say before 1753, when Astrue ushered in the new era. E.

IL. Ausland.

Eine dritte fidfifde Kirdenseitung. Die . E. L. N.” Deridhtet: ,Mit
dem neuen Jahre Gat Sadfen eine dritte Sirdjengeitung exhalten; zu den
bisher Dejtehenden givei Bldttern ,Sadfijdhes Stirdenblatt® (pofitiv) und
Neued Sadyfifches Stirdjenblatt® (liberal) fommt al8 dritted bdie ,Sadjjifde
Stivdjengeitung’, Herausgegeben von ztoei liberalen Pajtoren, Miiller in Thellx
unbd Wogel in VihligsCEhrenberg. Sie wollen ,mdglidhjt fern bon aller
©djablone ifre eigenen MWege gehen* und verjudjen ,ald Stirdjendjriften zum
TageSgefpriad) gu jagen, twas feine Jeitung aufnehmen mwill oder fann ober
barf.” Die A E L. N.“ fiigt Hingu: ,.Dad flingt fajt nad) enfants
terribles, benen aud) bas tveithergige ,Meue Eb. Stirdjenblatt’ nidht geniigte.
Gidjer ift e8 nidit fo gemeint, fondern, tvie eine Jujdhrift P. Miillers an dad
»N. Sady]. Stivdhenbl.* bejagt, man wollte ecinen [ceren Raum quéfiillen, da
bie 3toei bisherigen Bldtter im Volf zu twenig gelefen tviicden und bas BVolk
dod) tirdhlich beraten iwerden miiffe. Wie dem aud) jei, man tvird twoll in
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biefer ,Sadifijdien Stirdjeneitung® ein Drgan von nod) freierem Riberaliss
muB fehen dilcfen, al8 ex im N. Sadf, Sicdjenbl.’ bertreten twar, jedenfalls
but.t Dinge finden, dic ,feine Jeitung aufnehmen will.” MWir fiigen Hingu:
Eeitbemt man die Heilige Schrift ald Gottes cigened Wort aufgegeben Hat
b an beren Stelle bad Jh ded . theologifierenden Subjetts” als Duelle
Im.b Norm der driftliGen Qebre getreten ift, ift aud) nod) Maum fiic eine
britte, bierte und mehr Stirdjengeitungen. g. 8.

Tie grofie Majoritit will Peine NUnfittlidleit in ehelihen Dingen.
Bor ber bierten Straffammer des Landgeridhts su Ehemnih, Sadjfen, wurbe
¢in fogenannter ,Sittlidyleitsproge” verfandelt. Der Geridhtshof gab bad
folgende lirteil iiber die Sadjlage ab, ie bdie ,E. L. 5. 8. beridhtet: ,Mag
aud) durd) den Tefsten, vierjdhrigen Weltfricg und den nadfolgenden jtaats
liden Wmjturg in tociten BVolts{didhten eine {ittlide BVertvilberung ein-
gerifien b der Sinn fitr ud)t und Sitte untergraben fein, der tweitaud
iiberiviegende Teil der Vevidlferung jteht doch auf dem Boden ber driftlics
religidien Weltan{dhauumg und Hulbigt einer Sittenlehre, die die Hurerei
in jeder Form verpint, dad ungefemmic Sidhausleben berdammt, Juriids=
Baltung und Enthaltfamieit in gejdlediliden Dingen ganz bejonders von
ber Jugend verlangt und Steujd)heit ald Tugend preijt. Wic leben nidht
im Beitalter der ,Stameradjdaftdehe’, welden LQodtitel man ald Dedmantel
fiic ein illegitimed WVerhdltnid namentlid) wijden Jugendliden geivanlt
Bat, und jind toeit entfernt dbavon. Steine woflerzogenen und twohlamijtins
bigen jungen fQeute verden von {id ausd auf cinen jolden Gebdanfen bers
fallen, gejdmweige denn cine derartige Jdee zu verivirtliden und in die Tat
umgujehen unternchmen; feine verjtindigen Eltern und Erzieher, die c3
mit ihren Crzichungspilichien cenft nehmen, werben Hierzu jemalsd ihre Jus
ftimmung geben und bexlei dulben, jidh dem bielmehr auf dad entidiedenjte
iderfefien. Andernfalld wiicden fie jid) nad) dbem geltenden Recht eines
gudithaustviichigen BVerbredjens, bes8 Werbredjens bder djiveren Stuppelei,
nad) § 181 de8 Strafgejesbud)s {huldig maden. Die jogenannte Kamerad=
fdhaftsehe ijt cine lltopic und twixd fidh in feinem givilifierten SLanbe vers
wirllidien Iajjen; ecine jolde ECinviditung toiicbe die AbIehr von der Stultur
und den Riidfall in den animalijden Urzujtand bebeuten, und nur auf dem
Sumpfboden des Voljdeividmud fann ctivad Derartiged emporiadijen.
Wilde Chen und freie Liebe unterliegen nod) immer der gefelljdaftliden
fibtung. ... Nad) der Anjidyt ded jebt crfennenden Geridjis mup dber Ge-
braud) empfangnisverhiitender Mittel folwohl im chelidjen Berfehr, tvo jie
bie natiirlide Vermehrung fimfilid) Genmen und befdrdnlen, ald aud) im
augerehelidien Verfehr, dem fie dburd) Vejeitigung oder dodh) Minderung der
Sorge um die Folgen jonderlic) forderlidh {ind, ald dad Shams und Sittlid)s
Yeitagefiifl in gefdhlechilidfer Vezichung berleiend, mithin unaiichtig begeidh=
net mwerbden.” B.

The Finds at Glozel, France.—It will probably be remembered
that several years ago some strange inscriptions and other relics of an
ancient civilization were found in Glozel, France, which at the time
aroused much interest and discussion. Some renowned sarvants placed the
origin of these inscriptions in a period which by many thousands of years
antedated the time when, according to Genesis, the universe was created.
In January, 1929, a commission appointed by the French government ren-

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/58 10




Pieper: Theological Observer. - Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches

480 Theological Observer. — Rirdlidy=Beitge[dichtliches.

dered its verdict, which was to the effect that all the objects that had been
unearthed were spurious. A new commission, whose appointment had been
brought about by scientists who were not satisfied with the first verdiet,
ventured to say that the objects in question had been produced in the
Neolithic period. “It was then seen,” so the Commonweal writes on the
interesting cpisode, “that the bone of contention was really the series of
inscriptions which Reinach considered the most ancient script in France
and which others could not identify with so distant a geological era. This
riddle has now been solved, strangely enough, by a professor of theology.
Prof. Danicl Voelter, of Amsterdam, who succceded in deciphering the in-
scriptions, proves that these are only relatively ancient and conserve the
alphabet of a Semitic people which wandered into France about 700 B.C.
They were Hebrews for the most part, who had originally been brought as
captives from the copper-mines of Sinai to a Phenician colony on the Rhone,
whence they later moved farther westward. Professor Voelter credits them
with an interesting record, which shows that in addition to being com-
petent workmen and traders in bronze wares, they taught their children
reading and writing. Their religious life was highly developed, although
they had customs not in vogue among the Israclites of Palestine. We are
also told that there can be no question of the genuineness of the inserip-
tions. ‘No modern forger, however learned in Semitic languages he might
be, could have produced such inseriptions,’ says the Amsterdam authority.
‘They are written by various hands at varying times and belong definitely
to a bygone age’ Thus a discussion is brought to a close which scientists
and their friends can applaud and which can harm no one.” Another proof
that Moses has nothing to fear from a really scientific, unbiased investi-
gation. A.
Die Versweiffung an der Heilipen Sdyrift ald bder suverldffigen
Quelle und Norm der driftlidgen Lehre. Jm , Geijteslampf der Gegens
art® (Qeft 8, 1980) ijt ein Artifel bon Stonjijtorialrat Lic. Baumanns
©tettin mitgeteilt. Jn biejem Artifel Beift e8: ,Seit 3 cine drijtlide,
erft redjt feit e8 cine cvangelijdje Sticdje qibt, ift e8 ihre immer iwicderholte
Crfafrung und einmiitige fiberzeugung, daf Gott iiber feine lepten Heilds
abjidhten nidit auferhald der Bibel zu uns redet, mit andern Worten, daj
filc 18 Gotted Offenbarung an die Vibel gebunden ijt. Dad Hat gu der
furgen, bieljagenben Formel gefiihrt: Die Vibel ijt Glottes Wort [dledjihin.
Je ticfere Cinblide jebodh) die Crfenntnid in die Cniftehung der jehr bers
fdjiebenartigen ©djriften bed Stanon3 getan Hat, dejto bentlicher ijt bie lns
moglichleit getvorden, jene Gleidung .die BVibel — Giottes Wort ald folde
feftaubalten — bdie Beidben Grifen find nidht identij) —, und bejto fdhivies
riger ift gleidjzeitig bie Plufgabe geivorben, das BVerhiltnis trejfend und
befriedigend gu DBejtimumen, in dem bdie bGeiden Gjrdfen gueinanbder fteem,
aljo au fagen, intwicfern die Grfafrung der driftlidhen Gemeinde nady ivie
bor gu Redjt befteht ober intvietveit die Vibel al8 Glotted Wort bezeidhnet
focrden Yann.  OMMtiiberfommene SHeorien find notgedbrungen bertvorfen,
neue, befriedigende find nody nidht gefunbden. Auf die Dauer muf aber
ofne flare grunbdfaflide Stellungnahme audy die praftijhe Stellungnahme
gegeniiber ber Wibel al8 bem Bud) de8 Lebend Sdjaden leiden. Der
©djaden ijt benn aud) gang offenbar, nidjt guleft in dem Heranwadijenden
Gefdledit.” — Lic. Baumann bemerlt in ciner Note gu feinem Actifel:
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«Die folgenben Gebanten find nady iGrer Niedex{chrift an der einjdlagigen
Riteratur (namentlid) . SNaftan, M. Kakler, R. Seeberg, L. JGmels, €. Vruns
ner, R Bultmann 1. a.) nadjgepriift worden, ofne dafy i mid) veranlakt
gefehen Batte, fie gu dnbern.” Aber warum Fat Lic. Baumann feine Ges
banten iiber bie Wibel nad) ihrer Niederfdjrift — ober fdon bor ifrer
ﬂlebﬂ:fﬁ.uft — nidjt daran ernitlih nadgepriift, wie Ehijtud und feine
Apoftel jich gur Wibel gejtellt Gaben? Wielleidit Hitte er iy damn bdodh
«becanlaft” gejehen, feinen Actitel zu dmbern. & PB.

Der Sun-Pnt-Senidmud in Ching. Ym ,Ehrifil. Apologeten” [dreibt
der methobdiftijhe Miffionar P.O. Panfon aus Taian, Shantung, GChina,
unter der {iberfdrift .Jft China vom Sun-YPat-Senidmus bebrohi?” bas
Folgendbe: ,Jnterefjant und Hedeutungsvoll ijt bie Betvegung gur Jerjtorung
beB_ @dgendienjtes, cine Bevegung, die jept in den Shantungprovingen in
E_I)mc unter der nationaliftijdien Regiexung fidh allgemein verbreitet. Bon
einem unjerer grofen Tempel find alle Gopenbilder entfernt worden, und
liftﬁ @ebande ijt jebt cin Altenheim mit 200 armen Minnern und Frauen,
iun-ltIirB iiber fedhzig Jahre alt. Der griofte Tempel in diejer Gegend, ber
Zai Mijo, defien Mauern cine Meile in Umjang mefjen, wird ganglid) ums
gebaut. Die in umgebende Maucr Hatte viele mit Gdbenbildern aller
@_irii{;cn gefiillie GScbiiudbe. Dad Hauptgebitube beherbergte das ,ThHrons
gimmer’, o ber oberjte Gott, THai Shan, in fitrjtlidem Prunt dajal und
iitf) jabrhunbdertelang von Millionen Menjdjen anbeten lie. Diefed riefige
i.Blnmis liegt jebt mit allen andern auf dbem Stompojthaufen. Der ThHronjaal
ijt nun bas jtidtifde Auditorium, das 2,600 Sigplife enthalten foll. Unbdere
Gcebiude follen in Lefegimmer, Shulen fite Volt3erzichung, Mufeen, Gafts
Bife, Badehiufer ufiw. veriandelt twerben. Der religitie MWert ded alten
Tempeldienjted tird nidit in Vetradit gegogen. Man wird fidh dem Sums
Dat=Senidmus, dann dem Materialismus und jdlielid dem Hedonidmus
(die Rehre, dafy bas BVergniigen dad Hochjte Gut ijt) zumenden. Jebed Ges
{daftshaus der Stabt ijt bon Gruppen Heimgejudht tworden, die die [eute
iiberreben twollten, nidhtd mit dbem Chriftentum zu f{daffen zu Haben. Nun
febt i die grofie Aufgabe, die vor un3 liegt: Wir miiffen arbeiten tvie nie
auvor. G3 ijt cine Jeit, two die Freunde in dber Heimat mit ihren inbriins
ftigen @ebeten 1und freigebigen Veitrdgen unfere Arme ftarfen miiffen.
Iinjer Coangeliftijher Bund genieft nod) immer grofed Buirauen, und ivic
Baben auferhalb der Mittelpuntie der Stabdt nod) immer viele Bubirer. Die
Leute {ind empfanglich, und tvir miifjen fie getvinnen, ehe die Propaganbijten
ibre Herzen vergiften. Wad immer die politifden Jujidnde in Ehina fein
mogen, dbad dnbdert an ber Sadje nihtd: umjere Urbeit jieht feft. Die
Millionen von Menfdjen {ind da und Haben bad Evangelium m'itiné -

3. T M.

Religious Liberty in Italy. —That Italy, especially owing to the
Lateran Agreement of February 11, 1929, is a far way from enjoyment of
that liberty in religious matters which we citizens of the United States
possess is evident from an article in the Commoniceal, . Roman Catholie
weekly, published in New York. The writer, Umberto Guggieri, evidently
o member of the Roman Catholiec Chureh, is frank enough in his utterances
to afford us a glimpse or two of what conditions actually are. Touching
the question of religious instruction in the schools, he says: “As to educa-
tion, the former Minister of Imstruction, Giovanni Gentile, introduced
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religious teaching into the elementary schools in 1923. By Article 36
of the concordat this teaching is to be developed in the secondary schools
(high schools and colleges) under the control of ecclesiastical authorities,
by priests or laymen. But this religious training— which is still to be
realized — is compulsory only for students whose parents wish it; others
are free to have their children excused from the instruction. Thus no-
Jew or Protestant shall be given Catholic instruction.”

The Roman Catholie religion, we see, is taught in the public schools,
both clementary and secondary, the Church being in control of this part
of the curriculum. Whatever freedom there is, is merely of a negative
nature. If you insist, your child will be excused from religious instruction.
But if you should try to have the Protestant religion taught in the public
schools, imagining that religious freedom must imply equal rights for all
ereeds, you will dash agninst a stone wall. Think of Pennsylvania or
Minnesota providing for the teaching of the Lutheran faith in all the
public schools of the State, entrusting such instruction to Lutheran pastors-
or teachers and pacifying other religionists with the gracious permission
to have their children absent themsclves while the Lutheran Catechism
is being taught, and you have a parallel.

Again our authority says: “Nor is the liberty of religious discussion
limited; only the liberty of insulting the Catholic religion — or the Hebrew
or the Methodist — is to be suppressed. Protestants, who are very few, and
chiefly foreigners in Italy, now enjoy a greater freedom than hefore. Some
of them, with the support of certain well-known anticlerical writers, pre-
sume to be put, as a religious body, on a ground of perfect equality with
the Catholic religion. The Church cannot, of course, accept this view if
Catholicism is really to be the religion of the Italian state.”

The statement about unlimited freedom of religious discussion necorded
everybody in Italy is cvidently not to be taken at its face value; for our
author himself denies that there is perfect equality with respect to the:
Roman Catholic and non-Catholic churches. In this point, too, the freedom
granted is chiefly negative. Believe what you please, says the present law
in Italy, but do not have the audacity to elaim the rights the Roman.
Catholic Church possesses when it comes to organizing and maintaining
a church and extending its influence. It is to be hoped that Protestants.
will not be taken in by the vociferous boasts of the Roman Catholic press
regarding religious liberty in Italy, since it is quite apparent that the
vigor with which the claims are put forth is precisely in inverse ratio-
to what conditions nctually are. A.

Gin Streit fiber dbie Stellung sur Sdhrift innerhnld der fHollandbijdys
reformierten Rirdie Siibafrifas. Dr. Duplefjis ijt Profefjor der neutejtas
mentlidhen Eregefe an ber Stellenbojdy=1Iniverjitit nafe bei Capetolon. Er
batte jeine Stellung gur Sdrift dabin befiniert, dafj die Sdrift in den
Daupijadjen, aber nidit in gejdidhilidgen Eingelfeiten injpiriert fei. Der
AManchester Guardian Weekly, der iiber den Gtreit beridhtet, bemerlt, baf.
man {id) in England fiber einen joldjen Streitpuntt nur wunbere, tweil biele
Stlerifer Englands iiber die Sdirift geradefo urteilten tvie Prof. Dupleffis.
Reider ijt diefed Urteil iiber die Schrift nidht blofy auf ,Sleriler” Englands-
befdiriintt, Dasd .Sluratorium” der Stellenbojdj=1iniverjitit Hat Prof. Dus
plefiis fuspendiert. Dic Sadje Tommi bor die Synode. Bei einer genauen.
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Untetfudung bdiicfte €8 fidj Gerausftellen, daf e8 el denen, die {ih an
»Nebenjadjen” in der Sdjrift jtofen, in der Regel aud) in begug auf die
~Daupifaden” nidt riditig fteht. . 8.
Enbyiiltige Abfage bed Guangelifden Miffionssunded an den Proteftan-
'l!ltﬁeu Miffionsverein. Wic Deridjteten bereits, dafy ber Proteftantijdhe Mif-
fionsverein, eine Griindung ded unitarijen Protejtantenvereinsd, Ende 1928
Den Untrag ftellte, in den Gvangelifdhen Mifjionsbund aufgenommen 3u lvers
ben. Der Protejtantenverein, Hicraulande ,freie Protejtanten” oder aud
»Protejtantenvereinfer” genamnt, will ein ,bogmenlojed”, .BWiffenjdhaft”
und Bivilijation verbreitendes Ghriftentum vertreten, wihrend der Cvans
gelifde Mifjionsbund jid) gur jtelivertretenden Genugtuung Chrijti befennt.
Nad) lingeren BVerhandlungen und Riidjpradien mit den beteiligten Mifjionss
gticﬂidmfim fat ber Cvangelijdie Mijjionsbund dem Protejtantijden Mijs
|i_ou§bcrcin cine YAbjage augehen lajjen. Aus der Vegrimdung der Abjage,
bie in den ,Algent. Miffionsnadridhten” (Mirz 1930) mitgeteilt wicd,
Beben Ivic folgendes Hervor: ,MWic jehen in leitender Stelle Jhrer Mifjion
Jperrent ftefen, die in iGrem SifentlicGen Wickenr Auffafjungen bertreten, die
und mit dem Sinn ded § 2 unjerer Sabungen wnbereinbar exjdeinen. Wi
Daben von JGuen gehort, dap Jhr BVorjtand nidit die Mbglichfeit Hat, in
Jbrem gejamten Freumbdesfreife eine von unjerer Auffajfjung abiveidende
Deutung des Paragraphen in der Hifentlichleit u verfindern. Die inmere
Gejdylofienbeit unjerd BVundes toiicde aber jever gefihrdet werden, wenn er
5u einem Spredyjaal verjdjicbener, in den Grundfragen ded Glaubend ausd:
cinandergefender Meinungen jverden titcde. Wir glauben, audj dex evans
gelifdien Mifjionsivelt ded Auslands gegeniiber die gefdlofjene Belenniniss
cinfeit ungebrodhen Beibehalten gu miiffen, um fie mit voller Wudht gur
@eltung bringen zu founen. Ju jeinem aunfridtigen BVedauern Hat daher der
Dentjche Coangelijde Mijfionsbund jeist nidt die Freudigleit gehabt, Jhrem
Gejud) zu entfpredhen. BVielmehr Haben alle beteiligten Mijjionsgejelidaften
cinmiitig bie Aufnahme ablehuen gu miijjen geglaubt. Wir geben Jhnen
«aber die Verjidjerung, daj; wir gern bemiilit jein werden, Jhrer Mijfion die
Unterjtiiung in allen Fragen framdidaitlider Jujanunenarbeit guteil ter=
den zu lajjen, die wir Jhnen bicten fonmen. €3 ijt und cin tiefer Sdmers,
daf die Spaltung im dentiden Mifjionsleben tveiterbejtcht und wic Men=
jdhen jie nidht zu bejeifigen vermigen. Dajy Gott felbjt cin Neued [dafie
und diejfen Mip zur redhten Stunde Heile, ijt unfer aufridtiges Unliegen.”
Go erfreulid) cinerfeitd dicfe Abjage ijt, jo ijt andererjeitd nidht Har, tvie die
.Bufage , freundidaftlider Bujanumenarbeit” in Ausjidt geftellt texrben fanm,
ba 3 i) Dody Fugejtandenermagen um Differengen ,in den Grundiragen
des Gslaubens” Hanbdelt. . B
A Vietim of the Arab Pogrom. — The Sunday-school Times reports
that Harold Wiener, known for his defense of the Mosaic authorship of
the Pentateuch, was one of those “who perished in the Arab pogrom in
Jerusalem.” The Z'imes says: “He was himself an English Jew, a barrister
-of Lincoln’s Inn, who devoted his later years to critical studies in opposi-
tion to the Graf-Wellhausen school. He was killed when defending certain
:of his Jewish brethren. His property he had bequeathed to the Moslem
.orphanage in Jerusalem.” Also as an archeologist Mr. Wiener had gained
for himself an enviable reputation. J.T. M.
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Dic Sowjetd und dber Papft. Die Beitungen meldeten, daky audy der
PBapit filc bie Religionsfreifeit in Rufland eingetreten fei und Mitte Mara
eine Giilinemeffe gum Heil der leibenden Seelen gelebriert Habe. Der Papft
fpridit aud) bie Erivartung aus, baf nidjt nur alle Satfolifen, fondbern die
gange driftlide Welt {idh {einem ,Gebet” filr die [eidenden anjdliefen
fverbe. Dagu bemerlt die ,Freifirdje: ,Daf nidt nur alle Chriften, fons
bern alle nidit vom Taumel des SFommunidmusd und Margidmud erfaften
verniinftigen Menfdjen den Abjdeu gegen bie in Rufland vor fich gehenden
®@reucl teilen, it ja felbjtverftindlidy, und ernjte Chrijten werben aud) mit
ihrem Gebet dagegen Fimpfen und file die barunter Leidenben bei Gott um
@hrifti toillen cintreten. Aber twenn der Papjt fid gum Mund ber Ehriftens
Beit madit, fo mafpt er fidy etvas an, wad ihm nidjt julommt. fiberdied ift
gu bedenfen, bafy ber Papit bie Religionsfreifeit grundfaplid bers
wizrft und tatfddlid nur da duldet und fiir fid in Unfprud) nimmt, two ec
nidjt die Madjt Hat, Anbdersgliubige zu unterdriidfen und auszurotten. Wo
ifm bie weltlidhen Midhte Hierin zu Willen waren, Hat ex diefelben Graujams
Teiten Begangen, bie jelst feinen 9b{djent erregen. Man denfe an das Wilten
ber Jnquijition in Spanien und in den Nicberlanden, beren Autodafésd nod
vor furgem cin Borginger des jehigen Papjtes alsd ,gefegnete Scheiterhaufen’
gepricjen Hat, an dbiec VDartholomiusnadt und an die Hugenottenverfolgungen
in Franfreid. Daf cr aber fid) crdreiftet, dburd) Jelebricrung ciner Siifnes
mejje die gejdjehenden lntaten fiihnen und dasd Heil ded rufjijdien Bolled
firdern gu twollen, ift cine Veradjtung ded cinigen Siihnopfers JEu Ehrifti
und offenbart dben Papjt tvicder ald den redhien grofen Untidrijten, der
deshalb gefibelidier ift ald8 das grobe, fredhe Untichriftentum, dad jebt
in Rufland und audy bei den Stonumunijten in Deutjdland fo biele guis
glaubige Qcute exfdjredt, weil der Papjt feine Feindfdaft twidber Chriftum
Binter fromme Meden und religitie Jeremonien verjtedt. Darum Geift ed
ja 2 Thefi. 2 von ihm ald dem ,Menjden der Siinde’, dafy er {idh ,in ben
Tempel Gotted jebt. Wadfame Chriften jollen {id) vor Deidben Biiten, bor
bem offenbar Gott, Religion und Sitte gerjtdrenden Antidhriftenium und bor
bem unter frommem Sdjein {id) verbergenden redjten grofen ntidriften.”

3. .
Faidiftifde Bitder vom Papft anf den Jndex gefeist. Aud Rom toicd
gemeldet: ,Nad) bem Osservatore Romano Hat dbie Jnquifition givei Biidjer,
bie in Mom von der amiliden fajdijtijden Budhandlung Littorio verdifents
licht fourden, berbammt. E38 find dies Miffirolid Bud) ,Gebet dem Staijer,
was bed Kaifers ijt’ und das Bud) ,Fajdiftijder Staat, Nixde und Schule’.
Gie follen fdjivere Verjtife gegen die fatholifde Stivdje, Hejonders in ben
Puntien iiber dic Rechte der Sirdie und ded Papjtes, enthalten. Beibde
Biidjer gelten al8 amtlid) injpiviert, dba Mifjiroli unbefannte Nrfunden bers
Bffentlidien fonnte. Die bom Vatiifan geforderte Mifbilligung Hat die
italienifdje Regierung abgelehnt.” Die italienijde Regierung Hat mit dem
Papjt befanntlidh ein Stonfordat abgejdhloffen. Aber ein Stonlorbat mit bem
Papfthum fann nie ivirkliden Frieden, fondern immer nur cine Art Waffens
ftilljtand bedeuten, ba der Papjt pringipiell nodj immer beide Scherter, dad

»geiftlide” und bas ,toeltlidge”, beanfprudt. 3. %
Bur SKaftenfrage in Indbien Beift e8 im . GeiftesSlampf ber Gegens
wart: ,Jn allen Teilen Indiend Hat dad Chriftentum in Iefster Jeit bes
beutenbde Fortjdritte gemadit. Maffenbetvegungen unter den Angehirigen
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ber nicberen Saften ober ber Staftenlofen finb ber{Giedentlih beridhiet
fworben. JIn Yaiderabad und anbern Reilen ded Telugugebiets, wo Naftens
Iofe in grofen Baflen Ghriften getorden find, aben fih aber aud ¥ns
gehirige ber Gdferen Staften bem Gbangelium eridilofien. WWahrend bort
bor gtvei Jafren nod) nidt ein Dupend Hindudjriften aus foheren Najten
in allen Qaiberabad-Dirfern gu findben tvaren, find e8 bort jebt wenigftens
800. 1nb HGnlidGes tvird aus andern Teilen Jnbiend beriditet.” . P.

Miferfolg der Tommuniftifden Propaganda in Rufiland am Oftertage.
Hm_ﬂi. Upril, aljo am Oftermontag, tourbe aus Mosdltau gemelbet: ,Die
al_ulf)unbe:t ober mehr orthoboxen [dasd ift, gricdjijdh-Iatholijhen] Stircdjen,
bie nodj offen {ind, waren gejtern mit ndadjtigen ilberfiillt trop bder intens
fiben amtireligifen Stampagne feitens der Atheijtenliga, die dafiir geforgt
59“:. h.aﬁ alle Theater in Modfau {hon um Mitternadit gedffnet waren,
me_Ie' -allmt!icnict burd) Ordjeftermufif bie Maffen angichen follten und
!Jhmnt!agcnm auf den Gifenilidhen Plaken fpiclten.” Die Soljetregies
Tung fpll ja fitcglid) cinen ftrategijdhen MWedhfel bejdilofien Haben in der Grs
ltl'll‘lhll;l, bafy @etwalt Marthrer, aber feine Wtheiften madje. Sie tvicd,
fvenn fie nod) etvad linger lebt, aus der Erfafrung lernen, dafy die Res
ligion aud) durd) ,Crgichung” und ,Mujit* nidjt leidt ausgerottet tvers
ben Tann. - B

Die Siline ded Deutid-cvangelifdien Adbeld gum Studbinm der Theos
ll!ie aufgefordert. Die in BVerlin exjdjeinende Jeitfdrift Der Aufredie”
bringt die folgende Motiz: ,AME Herrenmeijicr desd Johanniterorbens twenbet
fid) Pring Osfar vou Preufen mit folgendent Yufruf an bie Sihne ded
Deut[dy=ebangelijchen Adels: ,Jm Stapitel am 4. Februar 1080 ijt bejchlojjen,
bie Silhne ded8 Deutjdyschangelifdien Adeld gum Stubium der Theologie ans
guregen.  Jd) twende mid) baher an bdie Jugend unferer Streife, die eine
Berufstoahl nod) nidyi getroffen, und an alle die, denen ¢ ein Ernit ift um
bie {dwerbedrohten fiberlicferungen der Viiter, denen VWolt umd Vaterland
nod) Grofjes Dedeuten und die mitarbeiten twollen an der Crzichung bdesd
Bolfed fiir Jeit und Civigleit. Seit Jabhrhunbderien, im Jujammenivicfen
mit andern Stinben, Hat der Abel an diefer Anjgabe, vor allem in der
Armee, mitgearbeitet. lnter dem Jodje von Werjailled ijt der alte Weg
eingeengt und fiir viele nidt mehr gangbar. Aber s gibt einen anbern,
der gu tenig befannt ijt und dody mit grofem Ernjte beadjtet werden jollte.
Sind aud) viele unjerer lichen alten Siajernen gejdlojjen, unjere Stirdjen
fteben nod) offen und rufen laut nad) Mannern, nad) trenen Hirten, deren
ergichender Dienft unferm armen Volfe nie Jo bitter ndtig getvejen ift twie
Beute. Getvify, nur die Bejien [Ded Adels] {jind foldhes Dienfjted tvert und
find tauglid), ifn audzuridjien. Uber cbenjo geivify find unter den Sdhnen
be8 evangelifdjen Abdeld8 nidyt toenige berufen, in bdie Neihen bdiefer Beften
gu freten. Nidht anberd ald vor bald taujend Jahren unjere Worfahren
ba8 Sireuz genommen Gaben, um bie PHerrjidaft ber Ungliubigen iiber dad
Deilige Land gu bredjen, migen jeht unfere Sohne, die bie Berufung bazu
in fid berfpiiren, dad geifilidle Ami wahlen gum Streite fvider den lins
glauben, der bon allen Gefahren, bon twelden BVolf und BVaterland bedroht
twerben, bie toblidjte ift. Darum follen dic Sihne ded Deutfdj-ebangelijden
Adel8 ftetd bad alte und immer nene Wort in ihrem Herzen erflingen Iafjen:
@ott will e8! Alde Johanniterritter twerden gebeten, biefe Sunbgebung
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gu berbreiten und felbjt in iGrem Sinne gu tirfen, bamit fie Frudt und
©egen bringe file unfer Vol? und Vaterland.'” — Belanntlid) Tommt [uther
auf denfelben Puntt. RNadjdem er in feinem ,Sermon, daf man die finder
gur Sdjule Halten foll* dbarauf Hingetviefen Hat, ivie dad Predigtamt folwohl
bem Gtaat al8 der Nirdje bdient, filgt er Hingu: . MWenn du nun gleid) ein
Sonig todrejt, fo follteft dut dodh didh nidht twert laffen biinfen, daf du beinen
Sobn mit allem bdeinem Gut bdbaran getvagt, gu foldem Amt und Wexl
geben und ergichen modgfeft.” (X,481.) Die Parallelifierung ded8 Dienfted
im cvangelifdjen Predigtamt mit der Teilnahme der ritterlicdhen BVorfahren
an ben Streuggiigen, ,um die erridjaft der lngldubigen iiber bas PHeilige
Land gu bredjen”, ift ctivad miflid. Die Strengziige waren ein fdjredTider
Unfug in Staat undb Nirdje. Sie ftirkten die Perridaft bes Papjttums
und bienten gur Sdjandung des Streuzes Ehrifti, tweil die Paipjte auf Grund
ber Teilnahme an den Streuzfahrien Ablaf crteilten. & B
Gine Mabhnung sur Bufic in ber ,Deut{den Lehrerseitung’. .Dad
jiingere Glejdhlecht”, Beigt o8 dort, .fann unmiglid) redit nademfinbden,
toie ¢3 un3 Alten gumute ift, wenn iir der vergangenen Jeiten gebdenten.
Gemwif, toic nnen Gott nidt genug danfen, daf unjer Deutidjes Heid
trof der furdjtbaren Sdidjalsidldge nod) bejieht. Wic gebenfen in Hergs
lidger LQicbe und Danfbarfeit unferer fitr dad Vaterland gefallenen Britder
und bdbanfen befonbers unferm alien getreuen Cdart, dem grofen Gencrals
feldbmarjdall und Reid)Sprajidenten v. Hindenburg. Aber wenn toir im Geift
auf diefed britte Neid) {Hawen mit all feinem Jammer und Elend, bann
verjtehen toiv bie Jubden, die unter Ehrusd aus der babylonijden Gefangens
fdiaft Heim¥ehren durfien. G3 toird Berichtet: AIS die Grunditeine gu bem
febr Befdjeidenen neuen Tempel gelegt urben, da jaudjzte alled Vol laut
beim fobe be8 HCrrn, daf der Grund am Haufe bed HErrn gelegt fvar.
»dber vicle der alten Priefter und Leviten und oberften Viter, die bad
borige Haud gefehen Hatten, da nun dicfed Hausd gegriindet ward, tocineten
fie Iaut. WBicle aber toneten mit Freuden, daf das Gejdyrei Hod) erjdholl,
bafy bas Volt nidht erfennen fonnte dad FTonen mit Freuben vor dem Ges
{drei bed Weinens im Volf”, E3ra 8, 11—13. Dasd Ivar nad) einer fiebzigs
jahrigen Gefangenjdiaft. Wir jteben, menfdlid) Detradytet, nod bor adts
unbdfiinfzig Jahren unferer fichzigjahrigen nationalen Sinedjijdaft. Diefe
Fatfadje dacf und foll i3 al3 Ehriftenlente nidyt mit tatenlofem Peffimiss
mus8 erfitllen. Aber niemand wird von und, die wir Griindung und Bau
bed alten, madivollen und glingenden Saijerveichd crlebt Haben, erivarien
biirfen, dbaR ivir den neuen Vau auf neuer Grundlage, den Goit fegnen
mige, mit Jaudjzen begriifen. Nein, dad Iomnen tir nidt. Aber unjer
@ott madht Teine Fehler. Cr ijt aud) der HCErr ber Weltgefdichte, der aud
ba8 Edjidfal unfers Volfe3 in jeinen allmidtigen Oinden Hat. Mige
unfer armed WVolt die Beidjen der Beit verftchen, damit nidyt dereinjt die
furdjtbare gottliche Flammenjdrift: ,Menc, mene, Tefel upharjin‘ aud) dad
endgiiltige Edidjal unjers {diver Heimgejudten, im Elend crft redit bon
und geliebten beutfdjen Volfes anfiindige! Wenn e8 die Jeit jeiner Heims
fudung erfennt and gu den Quellen aller wahren Voltskraft, Gottesfurdt
und Vaterlandslicbe, guriidichri, bann tverden ed einft unjere Stinder ober
Sindesfinder mit Lob und Dant und jaudjzendem Niihmen aufd neue ers
fabren bdiirfen: Weld cine Wendung durd) Gottes Fiigung!” & B.
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Jn Verlin gibt 8 nidht Slof Kommuniften. Dad ,Berliner Tages
blatt" Deridjtet: ,Qidjtrellame an Berliner Stirden ift die neuefte Eridheis
mmg in ber Reihdfauptitadt. UAn einer Sirde am Hrumbolbidhain ift aivis
fGen den Porialen cin grofes Tramsparent angebradht, auf bem abends
in beftinmten Biifdenciumen tvedjelnde Wibelfpriidhe aufleudjten. Decr
letbende Erfolg biefer Meurung foll redht gut fein.” Jn der ,Deutfdhen
&_&ﬂwhmn' Tefen tvic bied unter ber fiberidyrift ,Die moberne Stirdhe”.
Diefe Art moberner Mirde fann man fidh gefallen Iaffen. . B.

Aus Polen iiber dic Wartburg. JYn dem Blatt ,Glaube und Heimat”
Iefen toir: ,E8 gibt cine Burg im deutidhen Land, die fennt von mandjem
Bild jebed evangeliffje Stind in der gangen Welt. Weily e8 audy nidt
Ell_'abe biel bon ben Mittern und Fiirjten zu erzihlen, die in glangbollen
Beiten in Dbiefer fejten Vurg aus= und einritten, jo toei 8 um fo mebhr
bon dem cinen Mann, ber in dicfer Burg Herberge fand und ifren
RNamen beriihmt gemadit Gat. Die Wartburg im Thiivinger Wald und
Martin Luther, der unerjdrodene Streiter fitr die Ehre ded Evangeliums,
bad gibt gujammen cinen guten Silang. Geht'8 und nidt allen fo, tvenn
toic ba8 evangelijdie Sdubs und Trublicd von der fejten Burg fingen,
bafy Ivir im ftillen die Hodjragenden Mauern der Wartburg jehen? Freilih
twollen toir nidt vergefjen: Unjer Qutber Yatte cinen befjeren Sdhup ald
bie fejten Quabderfteine ded ftolzen BVaues. Er Gat jidh) nidgt gefitechtet,
aud bem fidheren PHeim broben im Burglimmerlein Abjdhied zu nehmen
und gen Wittenberg au reiten in den tvilden Stampf ber Geifter, wo 8 fiic
ibn um Leben und Tod ging. Da erjt redit Mamg ¢ in feinem Herzen:
€in' fefte BVurg ift unjer Gottl’ Darum Hat der fromme Maler redjt, der
unfer fHeined Wild von der Wartburg gegeidnet Gat: Hody iiber der wins
terlidy verfdneiten BVurg, aus den MWolfen ded Hinunels, bliden Heilands=
augen Hernieder, und Heilanddhinde jegnen dad Land, wo Glaube gegen
linglauben, Walhrheit fvider die Lilge, Lidit gegen bdie Finfternid Iampft.
»Ber unter dem Sdjirm bed Hodjften jibt und unter dem Scdatten ded Al
madjtigen bleibet, ber fpricdit zu dem HErrn: Meine Juverfidit und meine
Burg, mein Gott, auf den id) Hoffe’, FJ. 91.“ .

Die Orientalen lernen gern Luthers SKated)idmusd andwendig. Wic
Iafen im News Bullctin bed8 National Lutheran Council in bezug auf bie
Lerlwendbung ded Sileinen Luiherjdien Satedidmusd in der Mifjiondarbeit:
sAmong Orientals, who since time immemorial have been accustomed to
learn their lessons by rote, it has become a popular book wherever it has
been used. It is a book to be learned by heart and at the same time to be
taken to heart.” Das ift fiderlid ridhtig. Nur ijt dad Ausmwendiglernen
bed Statedjisnmud nidht blof fiic die Orientalen, jonbern aud) fiie die Ofjis
bentalen cine gute Methodbe. Luther felbjt Hat fid) dic Sadie jo gedadi
bei ber Abfafjung feined Sileinen Statedhidmus. Er gibt die padagogifde
Untveifung: ,Vei dem jungen BVolf bleibe auf ciner getvifjen, eivigen Form
und MWeife und lehre fie fiic das allererjte dicje Stiide, ndmlid) die [ehn
Gebote, Glauben, BVaterunjer ujw., nad) dbem Text Hin bon Wort gu Wort,
baf jie ¢3 aud) jo nadhfagen unen und auswendig lermen.”
(X,2.) ©o hat e3 Luiher in feiner Familic und aud fiie feine cigene Perjon
geBalten. ) tue vie ein Kind, dad man den Natedhidmus lehret, und lefe
und fpredie aud) bon Wort zu Wort, ded Morgend und twenn i Jeit
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BYabe, die Belin @ebote, Glauben, bad BVaterunfer, Plalmen ufiw. 1nd muf
nod) tdglidy bagulefen und sftudieren und fann bdennod) nidjt beftelen, iwie
id) gerne iwollte, und muf ein Nind und Sdhiiler des Natedjidmi bleiben
und bleib's audy gerne.” (X,26.) Wic fteht e8 aber mit dem Berjtdndnis
ber Natedjismusivorte audj feitend ber Ninber? MWir Haben im borigen Jahe
(8 u. 18, Jabrg. 75, &. 65 ff.) ausd dbem ,Berliner Reidhsboten” rteile fos
twobl bon ,Laien” als von ThHeologen, rejp. Pidagogen, iiber Luihers Sleinen
Ratedjidmus und deffen Vexftandlidleit vertffentlidt. Jm allgemeinen ftebi
8 fo, bafj Dic Laien den Natedhidmusd leidjter berftindlidy finden ald die
Zheologen und Fadpidagogen. Ein BVantdireftor, alfo cin Laie, urteilte:
»Bie die Vibel dbad Budh allexr Viidjer ift und immer bleiben ivicd, fo ift dber
Butherjdje Siated)idmusd der vollformumenite Egtralt ber biblijdhen Offenbarung
be8 gottlidhen Gleifted und cin untriiglidher, mir niemald jderverjtandlid
getvefener Leitfaden gur Crfafjung bed evangelijjen Glaubend firr jung
und alt.” @in anberer faie duBerte fid) dahin: ,E3 werben bald bolle
fiinfundied)zig Jabre fein, daj id) angefangen Habe, den Sfated)ismus Luihers
gu lexnen.  Freilid), am Anfang bed Lernens iiberivog dad Gedddjinis; nuc
nad) und nad), aud dem Dammerfdjeine Findlidhen Ahnens Heraus, wuds
beller und Peller dad Werjtdndnis. Aber unausipredilid) danfbar bin id
bem Elternhauje und der Shule, dafy fic in der Jeit der ftdcijten und nadys
Galtigiten Glebidytnisfraft mid) aud) Quihers Sileinen Satedjidmus Haben
audivendig lernen Iafjen. €ie faben mir damit filr basd gange [eben einen
©djaly mitgegeben, von dem id) auf Grund der reidjen Erfafrungen diefed
biclbetvegten Lebend nur fagen fann: TWohl jebem, bder diejen Sdjaly ofnes
gleidien jcin cigen nennt, audivendig und intvendig; aber twehe iiber bdie
frevelnbe Torheit, die ifn aud) nur cinem cingigen Stinbe vorenthalt!” Dal
e8 Theologen und amtliden Erzichern jdiverer wird, fid) in Luiherd Nates
djismus gu jinden, geht aus den ausd bicfen Sireijen mitgeteilten rteilen
Bervor. Die Meinung, dafy in Luthers Satedjidmus cin fpradlid veralteted
@etoand und Wendungen und Worte vorliegen, dic bem Gefdjlecht ber Gegens
fvart fremd getworden {ind, Hat gu nidht geringem Teil feinen Grund bdarin,
baf bem Gejdjlecht der Glegenivart der Sinn fiir cine cinfadje und Hare
©pradje biclfad) verlorengegangen ijt. Daf Luiier mit jeinem Dringen
auf bad Yudwenbdiglernen feineswegs ein berjtindnislofes Ausienbdiglernen
im €inne Datte, geht aud) daraus Hervor, dafy er bDei dem Satedjidmuss
unterridit aud) auf ,viel Crempel ausd dber Sdrift” dringt. 8 B

Bermijdytes und zeitgefdhidtliche Notizen.

fiber bic Werbreitung ded GChHriftentums in Ghina Tejen wir in einec
©t. Rouijer Jeitung ofjne Quellenangabe: ,Daf dad Ehriftentum in China
bereitd3 bor taufend Jahren bliihte, ijt eine Tatfade, die durd ben frans
aojijdhen @elehrien Paul Perriot feftgejtellt wurbe. Er entdedie in einer
Hohle bei Tung Huang in der fiangfu=Probing eine Anzahl alter Schriften,
unter benen {idj eine Rolle befand, die im neunten ober gehnten Jahrhundert
bon djinefijdien Ehriften berfajt tworben war. Jn diejem Dofument befand
{id eine djinejijdje fiberjeBung ded ,Glorin in Excelsis‘ und eine Mitteilung,
baf die Bahl ber Biidjer, die aus der drijtlidien Mutterticde in Styrien ind
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